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Dear Mr. Backer 

Thank you for your continued v^ork on this application. It has been a pleasure working 
with you. I have provided below a response to the last office action. Please feel free to 
contact me if any further clarification is needed: 

The office action indicates a "Non-Final" rejection of claims 149-154 of our patent 
application 09/630,720. It cites as the justification for this rejection "proxy" prior art in 
patent 6,389,462 (Cohen...), and "Vacancy"prior art in patent 6,564,193 (Shore...). 

We have reviewed these two patents, and find that the prior art is not relevant - even to 
our limited "proxy" claims. To begin with, the proxy innovation described in 6,389,462 
(Cohen...) is an innovation at the TCP/IP Transmission Control Protocol (TCP) layer. It 
describes how to do something at the low-level of TCP/IP protocol to set up proxy 
functionality without having to reconfigure clients to point at the proxy server's address. 
The only similarity that this has to our ovra proxy-related patent application, is the word 
"proxy". We do not base any claims at all on low-level TCP/IP innovations. Instead, our 
innovations are at the Application layer - a completely independent context from the 
Transport layer (TCP/IP). This can be seen from consulting a standard industry OSI 
model (ref: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/OSI_model) Cohen's innovation is at the 
Transport Layer 4, while our innovation is at the Application Layer 7. 

In our claims we describe how a proxy server implementation can be deployed in service 
of our fundamental innovations which are: 



1) Modeling a web page as "puzzle-pieces" of content (Snaplns), that are fit into pre- 
defined content-holes (Vacancies). Both Snaplns and Vacancies are "commodities" that 
are tagged with attributes like price, content-type, size, etc. 

2) Implementing a real-time trading engine that maintains a registry of Snaplns and 
Vacancies, and mediates which Snaplns plug into which Vacancies using the tagged 
attributes, and market mechanisms like auctions, leasing, etc. 

3) Assembling the end-viewer's web page in real-time by piecing together the appropriate 
Snaplns within its Vacancies, using the tagged attributes and other mechanisms. 

One method we describe of doing step 3) is to let a proxy server do the physical act of 
assembling the content - before it gets to the user's browser. This is the essence of our 
proxy claim - and a completely different, non-obvious innovation from how a proxy 
server can be created for low-level TCP/IP network functionality (6,389,462 - Cohen). 

Additionally, the office action states (paraphrased) "merely combining Cohen's proxy 
patent with patent 6,564,193 (Shore) and deriving Akadiri's patent is an obvious thing, 
because Shore is prior art on our merging/vacancy innovation". We believe that this is not 
so: As we have shown above, Cohen's proxy patent is not pertinent to our innovation. 
Furthermore, 6,564,193 (Shore) is an innovation for fax4free.com - basically describing a 
method of letting people send free faxes from a web server, while placing advertisements 
in any available space in the faxed document to subsidize the free cost. This cited "prior 
art" is also not relevant to our innovation. The claims that the office action cites in 
6,564,193 (Shore) as evidence of prior art center on the description that (sic) "the added 
message is disposed at the web site in an empty space not occupied by the message in the 
facsimile." The mention of "empty space" in Shore's patent is limited to that narrow, 
literal, vernacular description of placing an advertisement in the opposite page, or 
available vertical space on a fax page. The empty space in Shore's claims has no defined 
properties, no tagged attributes, and no independent tradable commodity identity - (found 
in our "Vacancy" method and claims). It has nothing - either in the technical mechanism 
or the business process, or the art - to do with our innovations described above. 

To provide further clarity in defining our innovation and its context and methods, and to 
expedite our process, we have attached the earlier claims (1-148) which are incorporated 
by reference in this application (please see the attached document). 

Respectfully, 




TaycTAkadiri 
(Inventor) 

Direct Dial (703) 786-6318 
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